This poorly reported review assessed the effectiveness of interventions to increase Papanicolaou (Pap) smear use. The authors' concluded that most of the interventions strategies assessed increased Pap smear use, although there was much variability in their effectiveness. The review has a number of methodological limitations and the authors' conclusions appear more positive than the results presented in the review support.
priori. The search for primary studies was limited to articles published in English, identified from a single electronic database, plus reference checking and limited handsearching. Thus, the review may have missed references and been affected by publication and/or language bias. The authors did not report any attempts made in the review process to minimise bias, nor did they report any systematic assessment of validity. Poor-quality studies may potentially bias the results of this review.
The characteristics of the included studies were poorly presented. The authors made no attempt to differentiate between randomised and non-randomised studies. The studies were synthesised in narrative form across multiple measures of Pap smear use without distinction. The investigation of heterogeneity was limited: notable sources of heterogeneity related to study design, outcome measurement, or patient population may have been overlooked. The results of this review are potentially subject to numerous biases and highlight a need for further research, rather than offering pragmatic and conclusive recommendations on screening strategies. The authors' conclusions appear more positive than the results presented in the review support. Overall, the review synthesis is difficult to interpret due to the inclusion of diverse interventions and comparators.
Implications of the review for practice and research
Practice: The authors stated that the selection of intervention strategies will depend on the provider and patient population characteristics and the feasibility of implementation.
Research: The authors highlighted the need to explore differences in intervention effectiveness, as well as any differential impact of underlying barriers to screening between types of screening tests. Date abstract record published 30/11/2004 Record Status This is a critical abstract of a systematic review that meets the criteria for inclusion on DARE. Each critical abstract contains a brief summary of the review methods, results and conclusions followed by a detailed critical assessment on the reliability of the review and the conclusions drawn.
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